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Do  not  assume  content  reflects  current 
scientific  knowledge,  policies,  or  practices. 


Discussion  Group  Topic  No.  5 


ViHAT  KIND 
SHOULD 


OK  LiOID  POLICIES 
THE  NATION  HAKE? 


This  material  has  heen  prepared  to  supxAy  assis- 
tance for  discussion  groups.  It  is  not  intended  to  direct 
attention  to  aoiy  pavrticular  point  of  view.  Neither  is  it 
presumed  to  he  a complete  or  even  ai'.  orderly  presentation 
of  the  discussion  possihilities  of  the  topic.  Its  purpose 
is  to  stimulate  discussion.  It  is  intended  to  a.ssist  in 
creating  opportunities  for  discussion  in  tiie  belief  that 
through  intense  discussion  ]people  may  find  ways  of  thinking 
through  for  themselves  vital  questions  which  require  demo- 
cratic decision. 


The  attention  of  discussion  leaiders  aud  others  is 
called  particularly  to  the  availability  of  ’’Discussion: 

A Brief  Guide  to  Methods”.  This  contains  practical  sug- 
gestions and  information. 

Copies  of  ’’Discussion:  A Brief  Guide  to  Methods," 
and  copies  of  this  uid  other  group  discussion  topics  can 
be  obtained  from  the  Department  of  Agriculture,  Boom  202, 
Ua.shington,  D.  C.,  or  by  writing  to  the  agricultural  col- 
lege of  your  state* 


Ecbr 


1935. 


Topic:  ViHAT  KlilD  OF  LiTID  POLICIES  SHOULD  THE  FATIOIT 


The  seirfcco  Irad  area  of  the  continental  United  States  is 
just  short  of  tuo  hillion  acres.  Less  than  52  percent  of  this 
land  has  ever  hoen  devoted  to  fanning  in  rnv  wry.  Loss  nhaii  22 
percent  has  ever  "been  in  h-arvestod  crops  during  any  one  year, 
Tn-orc  rue  nevertheless  practicahly  no  more  good  ’’free  lands”  such 
as  those  to  which  iiany  pioneers  moved  and  a.cute  prohlems  of  soil 
depletion  and  erosion  ano  rapidly  developing,  Kany  ^hnerican  farm 
families  find  themselves  living  upon  lands  that  fail  yca.r  after 
year  to  yield  them  a decent  standard  of  liviiieg. 


1.  V/HhT  SHOULD  VH  DO  UITH  THE  iJ'PPOXIHATFLY  OFF  DILLIOF  ACSFS  OF 
LIPIDS  IF  THE  UFITED  STATES  HOT  FESDED  FOP  FAPH  PPODUCTIOF? 

2,  VHY  IS  FAPH  .TBIdIDOFHEFT  SO  FPEVLLEFT  IF  SOiE  AREI.S  OF  THE 
FAT  IGF? 


VHIH  UOULD  HAPPEF  IF  THE  GO^EFFHEFT  TOOK  OVER  L 
LEASED  THEM  TO  FIHILIES  OF  LGFG-  TERM  LEASES? 


lIDS  aid 


4.  FHICH  IS  horse;  TO  HA*E  FAMILIES  LIVIFG  IF  CITY  SLUMS  OR 
LIVIFG  OF  SUEMARG-IFAL  LAIDS  ? 

5.  IF  THE  GOVERFKEFT  BUYS  SUHMARG-IFAL  FARMS  HHAT  SHIAL  IT  DO 
HITH  THE  FAHLIES  FOV/  LIYIFG  OF  THESE  FARMS? 


FILL  G-OYERFHEFT  PURCHASE  OF  3U3MARGIFAL  LAUDS  TEED  TO 
ELIMIFATE  THE  OFLY  REMAIFIFG  REFUGE  OF  PROPERTYLESS  FAMILIES 
FHO  CAIFOT  AEFORD  to  3UY  GOOD  LAIDS  OR  03TAIF  CITY 
HiPLOYMEFT? 


S0M5  PROS  AND  ^ONS 


I. 


"Land  plnining  is  the  last  thing  the  nation  should  attempt* 
Free  and  unrestricted  o^uiership  and  management  of  land  by 
millions  of  families  is  the  chief  cause  of  the  nation* s unique 
place  among  the  nations  of  the  v/orld®  To  tamper  with  the 
individual’s  right  to  do  a.s  he  pleases  with  his  land  is  to  tamper 
with  the  heart  of  ./mericaf  s genius  as  a civilization.  Of  course, 
lands  have  been  adised  in  this  country,  but  to  enforce  any  system 
of  governmental  regulahions  on  the  free  use  of  lands  would  be  more 
damaging  than  to  wait  for  individuals  to  learn  that  it  is  to  their 
ov/n  self  interest  to  conserve  their  land  resources*'* 


II 


"Laaids  are  the  nation’s  greatest  and  most  valuable  national 
resource.  Land  is  the  basic  heritage  of  all  people.  Individua^l 
ownership  of  farmis,  no  matter  how  wudely  distributed,  tends 
townnd  unjustifiable  and  harmful  monopoly  of  lands.  Land  specu- 
lation, rural  slums,  and  rural  fanily  insecurity  can  be 
eliminated  only  by  the  government  owning  all  lands.  So  long  as 
individual  ownership  prevahls  speculation  in  land  values  wall 
continue,  and  so  long  as  speculation  in  farm  lands  continues, 
farm.ers  whether  tenaats  or  o^vners  will  continue  to  exploit  and 
abuse  soils  md  farmers  wull  spend  net  cash  incomes  in  buying 
more  land  rather  than  in  improving  the  standard  of  living  of 
their  families." 
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III. 


"Fnilo  it  is  tr\ie  that  the  right  and  opport-oni ty  of 
individual  farm  ownership  is  the  la,st  stronghold  of  old- 
fa.shioned  Ijnericaaiism  ajid  something  that  should  he  preserved, 
our  lack  of  a constructive  puhl i c Irrid  policy  in  the  past  ha^s 
so  exploited  and  even  abused  our  lands  that  states  and  the 
he  derail  Government  should  furnish  not  only  elaborate  educa- 
tion on  land  use,  but  should  spend  considerable  money  in 
placing  our  lands  in  order.  Flood  control,  erosion  control, 
the  taking  o:  submarginal  lands  out  of  cultivation  and  even 
the  zo'ning  of  aueas  for  specific  uses  by  co'onties,  stakes 
and  the  Federah  Government  aue  necessary  in  order  that  the 
lands  of  the  naition  miay  be  placed  to  their  best  use  and 
conserved  for  future  generations." 


IV. 


The  chief  thing  needed  in  land  policy  is  a. 
graduated  land  tax  to  head  off  land  monopoly  and  absentee 
ownership.  A gra^duated  tax  should  bo  applied  to  all  holdings 
over  a.  certadn  size,  or  to  aksentee  ownership.  This  would 
permit  langc  holdings  vhich  are  cconomicaJly  so'cnd  on  the 
basis  of  mechanized  farming  carried  on  by  a.  family. 

Austradia,  and  especiadly  Hew  Zealand  have  followed  this 
program  to  good  effect.  Since  the  V/orld  Vlar  some  other 
nakions  have  adopted  it. 
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